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that those who paid the Benevolence were only carrying out
the intentions of the House of Commons. He had no difficulty
in showing that no actual threats had been used by the Council
to induce anyone to pay ;l and he argued that the Benevolence
was in reality, as well as in name, a free gift, and that it had
nothing in common with those exactions which, in former
times, had passed under that name. In this view of the case
he was supported by Coke, and by the other members of the
Court. Coke even retracted his former opinion against the
legality of a Benevolence demanded by letters under the Great
st John's Seal,2 St. John was sentenced to a fine of 5,ooo/.,
sentence. ancj to imprisonment during the King's pleasure.
The fine was, as usual, remitted, after a full submission made
on June 14, and he was, probably soon afterwards, set at
liberty.3 Two or three years afterwards, he addressed a letter
to the King, couched in terms of fulsome flattery, asking that
the record of his punishment might be cancelled.4 This
request was granted, and from this time he drops out of
sight.

It happened with St. John as it had happened with Fuller
seven years before. It is not the men who spring forth first
. . . to defend the cause of liberty who become its martyrs.
methemlin It is those who suffer in silence till the time comes
pomt*          when they are no longer justified in forbearing to

speak out, who endure the trial. Yet, setting aside St. John's
intemperance of language, there cannot be a doubt that he was

1  He even went so far as to say that there was ' no certifying of the
names of any that denied. * This was true at the time when St.' John wrote
his letter, but it had since become untrue.

2  Sta'e Trials, ii. 899.    Charge against St. John, Bacon's Letters arid
Life, v. 136.    Bacon to the King, Feb. 7, April 29, ibid, v. 113, 135*

3  fbid. v. 147.

4  Dixon's Personal History of Lord Bacon, 188.    The letter is shown
by internal  evidence  to have been written  after Bacon became Lord
Keeper, and also after St. John's release from the Tower ; not, as Mr.
Dixon seems to have thought, immediately upon his incarceration.    On
October 21, 1618, a release from the fine inflicted was given to St. John
(Pat. 16 Jac. I. Part 20), and it is very probable that this was an answet
to the .petition.